





















So,	 how	 is	 global	 knowledge	 in	 the	 social	 sciences	 (and	 more	 specifically	 in	 criminology)	
produced	and	shared?	Where	does	this	production	take	place?	Who	are	the	producers?	Whose	
experiences	and	whose	voices	are	reflected	in	dominant	academic	discourses?	How	is	knowledge	












towards	 the	 global	 North.	 Indeed,	 the	 influence	 of	 North	 Atlantic	 countries	 over	 knowledge	




















Other	visualisations	 in	the	study	 further	 illuminate	 fundamental	 inequalities	 in	relation	to	the	
production,	sharing	and	accessing	of	knowledge.	As	is	more	widely	appreciated	across	the	global	
South,	there	remain	major	concentrations	of	adult	illiteracy	which	intersect	with	other	vectors	of	
inequality:	 women,	 for	 example,	 have	 a	 significantly	 higher	 rate	 of	 illiteracy	 than	 men.	 The	


















the	 Web	 of	 Knowledge	 index	 for	 the	 sciences	 and	 social	 sciences	 (see	 Figure	 2).	 A	 political	
economy	of	knowledge	here	 is	 indicative	of	North/South	 inequalities.	While	 there	are	a	 large	





assess	 the	 standing	 of	 journals,	 institutions	 and	 individual	 academics	 are	 controlled	 by	 large	
publishers	such	as	Elsevier,	while	being	part‐based	on	their	own	journals.	Thus,	another	thread	
is	 constituted	 in	 the	 growing	 corporatisation	 of	 knowledge	 and	 the	 university	 and	 individual	
academics	are,	if	they	are	to	advance	their	careers,	under	pressure	to	publish	in	journals	whose	






























were	more	 likely	to	publish	 in	 local	 journals	with	a	national	 focus.	 	 In	 this	way,	citations	may	
reflect	 the	 communication	 behaviour	 of	 scholars	 in	 a	 particular	 field	 or	 geographic	 location	
(Haddow	 and	 Genoni	 2010).	 Thus,	 the	 ERA	 exercise	 posed	 a	 threat	 to	 the	 viability	 of	 locally	
produced	knowledge	and,	ultimately,	reinforced	traditional	structures	of	knowledge	production	






This	 latter	 point	 directs	 us	 to	 the	 issue	 that	 is	 more	 fundamental	 to	 Connell’s	 argument	
concerning	 southern	 theory	 than	 the	 sheer	 quantitative	 preponderance	 of	 the	 North	 in	 the	
production	and	dissemination	of	knowledge.	The	 formation	of	the	modern	social	sciences	was	
intimately	related,	not	merely	to	the	endogenous	problems	and	questions	posed	by	the	advent	of	





North	 providing	 a	 modernizing	 trail	 that	 others	 were	 bound	 to	 follow	 if	 they	 were	 to	 be	
successful,	obscures	this	basic	fact.	This	also	conditioned	the	way	ideas,	perspectives,	theories,	
problematics	and	methods	peculiar	to	the	history	and	experience	of	a	small	number	of	northern	





researchers	 or	 a	 mere	 empirical	 testing	 ground	 for	 northern	 theory.	 Ideas	 and	 theory	 only	
travelled	 on	 a	 one‐way	 ticket.	 Accepting	 their	 place	 in	 the	 global	 division	 of	 knowledge	
production,	 southern	 thinkers	 and	 researchers	 looked	 to	 outside	 sources,	 undertaking	 their	
research	projects	using	theories	and	methods	imported	from	the	North	and	producing	knowledge	





that	 of	Anglo‐America,	 over	 the	production	 of	 knowledge	 as	 hegemonic?	As	 suggested	 above,	











a	 weakening	 of	 Western	 or	 Anglo‐American	 influence	 and	 control	 of	 knowledge	 production	
(Marginson	 2014).	 Challenges	 to	 the	 status	quo	 include:	 communications	 technologies,	which	
have	 allowed	 greater	 access	 and	 transfer	 capability	 of	 data	 and	 knowledge;	 cross	 border	
partnerships	in	research;	increasing	indigenous	capacity	in	higher	education	in	many	countries;	
and	 the	 emergence	 of	more	 autonomous	 higher	 education	 systems	 in	many	 countries.	 Other	
commentators	 have	 been	 less	 optimistic,	 noting	 that	 competition	 to	 control	 the	 means	 of	
production	 of	 academic	 knowledge	 has	 been	 largely	 restricted	 to	 a	 small	 group	 of	 newly	






We	consider	 it	no	coincidence	that	 there	was	an	intensification	of	audit	regimes	 in	the	Anglo‐
American	 university	 sector	 during	 the	 1990s,	 which	 occurred	 under	 the	 guise	 of	 ensuring	
standards	 of	 academic	 quality	 and	 competition.	 University	 and	 journal	 league	 tables,	 citation	
indexes	 and	 other	 performance	 measures	 can	 be	 viewed	 as	 a	 global	 movement	 which	 only	












aims	 to	 rectify	 these	 omissions	 by	 adding	 new	 and	 diverse	 perspectives	 to	 criminological	










insurrection,	 where	 redemption	 is	 neither	 a	 conceptual	 or	 political	 possibility	
(Carrington	Hogg	and	Sozzo	2016:	2)	
	
It	 is	 important	 to	 stress	 that	 it	 is	 not	 an	 oppositional	 or	 rejectionist	 project.	 As	 some	 of	 the	
contributions	here	 remind	us,	 all	 societies	 are	marked	by	 centre/periphery	 relationships	and	











For	 example,	 the	 dominant	 narrative	 in	 punishment	 and	 society	 scholarship,	 an	 exciting	 and	
flourishing	sub‐field	within	criminology,	is	centred	on	endogenous	penal	developments	around	






be	 adequately	 grasped	 without	 reference	 to	 the	 history	 of	 the	 forced	 removal	 of	 millions	 of	
Africans	to	the	Americas,	as	the	foundation	of	a	slave‐based	plantation	economy	in	the	American	
South?	This	is	also	a	reminder	that	a	southern	criminology,	as	the	contributions	here	highlight,	
also	reinforces	the	healthy	 tendency	within	some	criminology	 to	 look	outward	 for	 intellectual	






global	 South	 are	 explored	 by	 authors	 from	 and/or	 researching	 in	 five	 different	 continents.	
Labelling	 this	 a	 special	 issue,	 however,	 should	 not	 distract	 from	 the	 sense	 in	 which	 this	
(international)	journal	has	a	robust	general	commitment	to	this	project	in	its	various	intellectual,	
political	and	practical	aspects.	It	was	established	as	an	open	access	journal	with	the	purpose	of	
both	 encouraging	 engagement	 by	 authors	 and	 readers	 from	 across	 the	 globe	 and	 building	
networks	of	 scholars	with	a	 shared	 concern	 for	 issues	affecting	 the	global	 South.	 Its	 editorial	
board	comprises	51	leading	scholars	from	14	countries	and	five	continents,	with	plans	to	further	
increase	and	broaden	that	membership.	In	2016	over	two‐thirds	of	authors	(70	per	cent)	were	





Increased	 connectivity	 creates	 increased	 opportunities	 to	 democratize	 knowledge	 production	
but,	 as	 the	earlier	 analysis	makes	clear,	 there	 is	much	more	 to	be	done.	 It	 also	behoves	us	 to	
recognize	and	seek	to	address	other	divisions	that	cut	across	North/South	inequalities.	One	of	
these	 relates	 to	 language.	 It	 is	hardly	a	 revelation	 that	 the	English	 language	dominates	 in	 the	
global	 organisation	 of	 knowledge,	 as	 the	 earlier	 visualisations	 also	 powerfully	 confirm.	 This	
advantages	countries	in	the	global	South,	such	as	Australia.	In	this	regard	the	journal	is	committed	
to	supporting	the	translation	and	publication	of	articles,	whether	original	or	previously	published	
in	 non‐English	 language	 journals.	 Several	 original	 articles	 in	 this	 special	 issue	 have	 been	
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